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Rashleigh's Trial  and  Conviction. 

’tflUn&ajf'j  f  FridSi  «  .29,-^11011.  .  Samuel 
Dodge.  Judge"  presiding  ;  Kdward-Colher, 
l<Dq  District  A  nofney  ;  Clia,3.  Schmidt, 

Clerk  ;  A.  H.  Hull  Sheriff; 

Tlit:  Court  met  at -'10  o'clock  A.  xt. 

The  minutes  o(  -Wednesday  were  read 
and  approved.*  • 

The  Btate  of  Texas  vs.  , Tease  C.  \V  ag- 
,ner.  J.l’hB,  District  Attorney  announced 
himSelTreatly  to  procted  to  trial.  j  he 
'dcfejidnnt  j  through  his  attorneys,  Col. 
Manly  and\;Capf.  B  irziza,  .asked  for  a 
continuance  ', until  .Saturday',  morning, 
M  a  rel£2i.  wlvtolj,’ap|iiSyalien,  dsttef:,  discuss¬ 
ion,  wariera  tiled  by  the  court. 

oK’.nuY  ru'iL’Sffia 


The  State  oTTdxas  ,' Vs'1  F.  F.  Rash- 
1  leighy.alias;. Rfiyi  PbUti pi'. A.  Indictment  (or 
iunjetv'lul.jliafruigu, -rr,-  ;■  ,  ■  > 
.TJieiSnitelliaxrug.Mhrou^liiiUidUorhay, 
iannounced  itself  ready  for  trial,  the  coun¬ 
sel  f.if^ditfgnfiant,  ^M-ajor  Mr'Looacan, 
■gtatt-qffiffig.lv  tlmt-tfo^liftving..  prepared 

a  vyoBen,  ajiplicatiou  , for  a,;  continuance, 
hc'4h'ould- a»k:  fbf  sufficient  delay  -  in  the 
proceedings  to  enal’de'him"  to  prepare  .a 
•  motion  Cot  that  ’  effect,  iwbibli  .-request  was 


granted; Apd  one  'hour1,  /allowed  for.  t'he 
pre}»afatHMVdj‘-Vi>t«l't»P*lr.tiBipni.in  writing. 

Dili  i  agi  (lie.  interval. .  the  grand  -jury 
appear/d -lih'j^itSti1,  court,  '/apd  .  presented 
lour  intljctmeiiisic^:.; .  \xy  - 

AfiliuU  past  twelve  "ihe  “attorney  for 
l'utTiip3:oflered  an  application  for  a  con- 
t  nn.iiice,suftanvllier  jollowigg  .-.grounds: 
That  Ills  olieut  previous  to  his.  marriage 
wiUnAtiss'.RclwiiiaiSheariij  my  Houston, 
Teruifptlad- ;s(ppli,ed;  for  arid  obtained  a 
j  u  dgi  iierU  and  .dec  Cee  o  f  divorcement  from 
Ins'first  xvllh^TjOitisa  Voyle.'  That”  said 
decfaisafcdivorcement  had  dieen  gi anted 
1  bv  the  Districr'Cou’rt1  of-  Opok  county, 
i  Illinois.  Tliafilm 'records ‘‘of .said  court 
had  b’e^m  desiiToy eel  !by  The  ‘great  fire’  in 
CliltagoiF.  Tfiat  Ins  client  had’ used  every 
diligence -to;  obtain  a  -copy ‘of  said  decree  ; 
and  pro’ducedTn  court  a. letter  purporting 
, to  have  been  written  by  'h'Mr.  Prat!,'  of 


1  124  S^jilnilhTtreut,  Olncagor.who  stated 


that  ttij#T«i:&*ls  hadibe^a- destroyed,  and 
lhatiit  would  be  cheaper  -  lor  Phillips  to 
ob'qjina  pew,  4petna*  than  to  try  to  .get  a 
copvlpffthe  old-bfiA.3  •  Tiie  eouttsel  fortlie 
;ins^S^'9(tib.$.'Couri: tending,  to  show 
that  it  was  generally  believ„ed  in  Carbon-  j 
dalej J54’JhkVCliashleigfb':. alias  Phillips, 
liad's^tiired  p /divorce  from  his  first  wife. 

The  motion  was  opposed  by  the  pio-  I 
secutiori  -  upon'  several  distinct'  grounds.  I 
OnC'Was'that  ;thpre  was  ;no:such  Court  | 
existing  ji\  tfi’^Siptg  of  Illinois  as  the 
Disiricl  Court  of  Cook  county***'4  • 

The  cqfjp^TJvplbi^ MefctJsFV here  ex 
plained j'lhubitbe  insertion  of  the  word 
•‘district1'1  anov.ers.ght-  iipou  Iris'-  part 
in  the  haste  of  preparing  the  motion. 

Mr.  Uslierj-ldf  tlib  'prosecution,  llu-n 
proceed rd  to  say  ^hat  i h e  letter  front! 
Chibagd  bore  ho  olfieiUlfcharactef ;  that  It.: 
was  not  eveu  authenticated  hy  a  postoflice 
stamp,  and  might  havo  been'  •written  in 
Ilonajpujj  therefore,  it  couldj  have,  no 
weight  in  this  Court,  as  there  was  no 
'offieialor  reliable  evidence,  that, , its  state-, 
'menu  were,  entitled  to  credence.  I 

Capt.  Col|ier,  the  District  Attorney, 
followed  in  a  Jengthy-|argp(iieiit.  intending 
to  show  that  there  was  no  evidence  ad. 
vaticed  by  the  deft-nce  to  show  .  that  due 
.diligence  had  been  used  to  procure  de¬ 
positions  of  not), -residents  ns  to  the  alleged 
decree  by  the  Illinois  court;  that  on  the 
contrary  everything  went  lo  show  that  no 
s  eps  liiid  been  taken  in  that  dii'ectior. 
He  d.-nied  that  the  prosecution  1, n d 
made  any  effort  to  force  the  defendant  to 
trial,  and  cited  the  .previous  continuances 
grun  ed  him. 

The  counsel  for  (lie  defence  ‘  a'gued' 
that  the  oath  of  his  client  selling  forth 
that  lie  was  prepared  to  establish  his  in¬ 
nocence  of  the- crime  with  which  he  was 
charged  was  entitled  to  ns  much, credence 
as  auv  citizen  of  Houston,  as  lie  must  be 
deemed  guiltless  until  a  conviction  was 
had.  He  also-  thought  that  the  gentle 
men  engaged  in  conducting  the  prosecu¬ 
tion,  had  been 'sleeping  with  the  Galves¬ 
ton  Ntuis  under  their  pillows,  to  inspire 
them  with  such  haste  to  proceed  with  the 
trial.-- -As'  fur  t'he  discussion  introduced 
by  the  District  Attorney,  that  the  defend¬ 
ant  had  neglected  to  propound;  interroga¬ 
tories  to  non-residents,  he'  wished  to  say 
that  he  did  not  consider  it  at  all  relevant. 
!It  did  not  mattej  what  was  the  name  of 
the  defendants-  attorney  in  Chicago,  or 
tho  names  of  any  witnesses  that  may 
have  beep  ,  introduced  in  the  suit  or  di¬ 
vorce*  They  only  desired  aa  opportunity 
to  introduce  as  evidence  an  official  copy 
of,  the  decree  of  said  court. 


Upon  the  conclusion  of  the  argument 
of  counsel,  the  court  rendered  its  decision, 
overruling  the  motion.  The  court  then 
took  a  recess  of  an  hour, 

AFTEUNOOV  SESSION". 

The  eburt  met  at  three  o'clock  F.  M. 

The  defendant,  F.  Frank  Rashleigh, 
alias  Ray  Phillips,  appeared  somewhat 
nervous  as  lie  approached  the  bar- with 
his  attorney,  hut  nothing  more  than  might 
reasonably  be  expected  under  the  circum¬ 
stances,  for  the  announcement  that  his 
trial  would  positively  commence  had  at 
traded  a  large  concourse  of  citizens,  witli 
the  faces  of  most  of  whom  lie  was  doubt¬ 
less  familiar. 

.After  the  reading  of  the  indictment  by 
District  Attorney  Collier,  the  following 
jury  was  empanneled  : 

S.  L.  Hohenlhiil,  Frank  DoKnde,  J.  J.  ■ 
Nelson,  IT.  Dettmar,  10.  I/.  Perkins,  C. 
Solomon;  II.  Bensley,  J.  V.  Newton,  J. 
Robinson,  Boh  Clarke,  Richard  Bateman 
and  John,  Sprigging— the  last  fu.ur  colored. 

A  SUDDEN'  CHANGE.  , 

Shortly  after  the  jury  was  empanneled 
and  sworn  that  was  to  try  tho  cause,  Mr. 
Thomas  Voyle,  of  Carbondale,  Pit,  en- 
t.-red  the  court  room,  having  with  him 
the  register  of  the  defendant's  marriage 
with  his  daughter,  and  other  documentary 
evidence.  It-then  became  necessary  for 
the.  accused  to  change  Ids  line  of  defence. 
Consequently,  after  a  brief  consultation, 
Major  Loosean  arose  and  addressed  the.. 
Court  as  follows  : 


